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ABSTRACT 
 
This study works on four major variables. The variables are preference of 
religion and three dimensions of social capital: bonding, bridging, and 
linking social capital. The aim is to investigate the associations between 
preference of religion and three dimensions of social capital, in particular 
among the urban poor of Kelompok Swadaya Masyarakat in Surakarta, 
Indonesia. The study touched on identifying the discovery of the degree of 
three dimensions of social capital and the discovery of reasons provided by 
the respondents on their state of social capital. The hypotheses employed 
were there are significant associations between preference of religion and 
bonding, bridging and linking social capital. Hence, from this notion, 
reasons for the state of social capital could be learnt from the past 
experiences of the particular group. In the investigation, triangulation 
research methods were used to answer the research questions. In the process, 
survey research method was used to investigate the patterns of existing 
social capital, and to justify the formulated three hypotheses. Statistical tests 
on chi square analysis were manipulated to test the hypotheses. Secondly, 
field research in the form of observation, interviews, and focus group 
discussion were carried out to discover the pattern of social capital, and the 
reasons articulated by the respondents on their state and the practice of 
social capital. The findings of the study thus showed that the degree of social 
capital tends to associated with the individual characteristics, namely the 
preference of religion. The result of the field finding indicated that the 
respondents‟ degree of social capital vary according to their religious 
preference.  
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Background.  
 2 
  Social capital as a socio-economic concept has been used broadly. However, 
the first known use of the concept of social capital was by L. J. Hanifan (1920), state 
supervisor of rural schools in West Virginia. Hanifan urged the importance of 
community involvement for successful schools. He used the term to describe „those 
tangible substances that count for most in the daily lives of people‟. Hanifan was 
particularly concerned with of good will, fellowship, sympathy and social 
intercourses among those that „make up social unit‟. According to Hanifan 
individual is helpless socially. If he comes into contact with his neighbor, and they 
with other neighbors, there will be an accumulation of social capital, which may 
immediately satisfy his social needs and which may bear a social potentiality 
sufficient to the substantial improvement of living conditions in the whole 
community. The community as a whole will benefit by the cooperation of all its 
parts, while the individual will find in his associations the advantages of the help, the 
sympathy, and the fellowship of his neighbors.   
 Social capital concept however, can be traced to Jane Jacobs (1961) in the 
1960s, though she did not explicitly define a term social capital but used it in an 
article with a reference to the value of networks. Political scientist Robert Salisbury 
advanced the term as a critical component of interest group formation. Pierre 
Bourdieu used the term in 1972.  Bourdieu (1983) defines social capital as "the 
aggregate of the actual or potential resources which are linked to possession of a 
durable network of more or less institutionalized relationships of mutual 
acquaintance and recognition" His treatment of the concept is instrumental, focusing 
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on the advantages to possessors of social capital and the “deliberate construction of 
sociability for the purpose of creating this resource” 
  The most prominent figure in the field of social capital was Robert Putnam. 
It was into this situation that Robert Putnam's work on social capital exploded. In the 
latter Putnam discussed social capital as follows: “…..features of social life – 
networks, norms, and trust – that enable participants to act together more effectively 
to pursue shared objectives….. Social capital, in short, refers to social connections 
and the attendant norms and trust” (Putnam, 1995).  According to Putnam physical 
capital refers to physical objects and human capital refers to the properties of 
individuals, social capital refers to connections among individuals – social networks 
and the norms of reciprocity and trustworthiness that arise from them. In that sense 
social capital is closely related to what some have called “civic virtue.” The 
difference is that “social capital” calls attention to the fact that civic virtue is most 
powerful when embedded in a sense network of reciprocal social relations. A society 
of many virtuous but isolated individuals is not necessarily rich in social capital 
Following Putnam, three dimensions of social capital should exist: network or social 
connection, norm, and trust. Sociological interest in trust has been increasing rapidly 
for the last two decades (Paxton, 2004). According to Weber and Carter (Paxton, 
2004) view trust as an inherently social construct, and focus on friendship and love 
relationship, rather than other types of relationships, including relationships with 
institutions. 
 Based on the work of Boudeau, Putnam and Coleman the concept social 
capital can be understood as networks of social relations which are characterized by 
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norms of trust and reciprocity and which lead to outcomes of mutual benefit. Trust 
as one of the social capital can be differentiated into generalized trust and private or 
personalized trust ( Marshall, 2004). According to Marshall, trust is generalized 
when it goes beyond specific personal settings in which the partner to be cooperated 
with is already known. Generalized trust transcends the boundaries of kinship, 
friendship or even acquaintanceship.   Personalized trust is the trust that develops 
among individuals with personal ties to each other and as a result of successful 
cooperation in the past and repeated interaction within an immediate circle of 
cooperators (Marshall, 2004). Trust Understood in this way, social capital can be 
thought of as resources to action, which may lead to a broad range of outcomes 
(Stone et al, 2001; http://www.aifs.gov. au/institute/pubs/ papers/ stone3.html).   
  According to Serageldin and Grootaert  (1999) the term of social capital has 
different meaning depend on the field of study. Political science, sociology, and 
anthropology define social capital as set of norms, networks, and organizations 
through which people gain and access to power and resources that are instrumental 
in enabling decision-making and policy formulation.  
Rosalind Edwards‟ paper argues that the concept of social capital is not 
autonomous; it is imbedded in – and does not exist outside of – wider (explicit or 
taken for granted) understandings about the nature of society and families as part of 
this. 
Ostrom (1999) defines social capital is the shared knowledge, understanding, 
norms, rules, and expectations about patterns of interactions that groups of 
individuals bring to recurrent activity. Francis Fukuyama described social capital as 
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the existence of a certain (i.e. specific) set of informal values or norms shared among 
members of a group that permit cooperation among them (Social Capital http:// 
en.wiki pedia. org/wiki/ Social_capital). The World Bank defines 'Social capital 
refers to the institutions, relationships, and norms that shape the quality and quantity 
of a society's social interactions... Social capital is not just the sum of the institutions 
which underpin a society – it is the glue that holds them together' (The World Bank 
1999). ((Social Capital http://www. infed.org/biblio/ social_capital.htm).   
 
Conceptual framework. 
Reviewing the notion of social capital done by the prominent works as put 
forward above, it could be concluded that social capital is also behave likes capital 
but the location of it is not in the actors but in the network of relationship in a given 
social structure vertically or horizontally among the actors. Each actor involved in 
the network of relationship has obligation and expectation which underpinned by 
norm of trust which accompanied by sanction (reward or punishment). In given 
social structure information flows among the actor that might exclude others. Social 
capital needs social participation among actors involved in network of relationship, 
which accordingly would give mutual benefit to the actors.  
 Some social scientist concerned with social capital have looked to the degree 
of trust and to whom people trust, density of social network of relationship that 
people are involved in, the extent to which they are engaged with others in informal, 
social activities; and their membership of groups and associations.  Michael 
Woolcock distinguished between: (1) Bonding social capital which denotes ties 
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between people in similar situations, such as immediate family, close friends and 
neighbours; (2) Bridging social capital, which encompasses more distant ties of like 
persons, such as loose friendships and workmates and (3) Linking social capital, 
which reaches out to unlike people in dissimilar situations, such as those who are 
entirely outside of the community, thus enabling members to leverage a far wider 
range of resources than are available in the community (Woolcock 2001: 13-14 in 
Social Capital http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ Social_capital). Putnam (1995) speaks of 
two main components of the concept: bonding social capital and bridging social 
capital. According to Putnam, bonding refers to the value assigned to social 
networks between homogeneous groups of people and bridging refers to that of 
social networks between socially heterogeneous groups (Social Capital 
http://en.wikipedia.  org/wiki/ Social _capital). Adger (2003) mentions two ties 
within a defined socioeconomic group, bonding social capital may be based on 
family kinship and locality. By contrast of bonding social capital is what he calls as 
networking social capital which is based on weaker bonds of trust and reciprocity 
and tends to rely not on the rules of enforcement and sanction of informal collective 
action, but on legal and formal institutions (p. 392).  
 In particular, recent theoretical work (from the World Bank in particular, 
through the work of Narayan (1999) and Woolcock (2000) provides a framework for 
classifying the different capabilities of social capital, and introduces the notion of 
bonding, bridging and linking social capital. „Bonding‟ refers to „close‟ ties people 
typically rely on to get by on a day to day basis; „bridging‟ refers to having a 
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diversity of relations across different network types; and „linking‟ refers to links 
with power and institution of authority (Stone et al, 2001).  
 Starting from the assumption that both social capital and economic 
development are multidimensional concepts, Sabatini (2005) improves the 
understanding by introducing a new method for measuring social capital. His 
analysis accounts for three main social capital dimensions: strong family ties, or so-
called bonding social capital, weak ties connecting friends and acquaintances (i.e. 
bridging social capital) and more formal ties linking members of voluntary 
organizations (i.e. linking social capital). This research is carried out to adopt 
Sabatini‟s social capital dimensions in explaining whether those three dimensions 
are affected by individual demographic characteristic i.e. religious preference.      
 Much of sociological researches have paid attention to the relationship 
between demographic characteristics such as sex, age, educational level, income, 
preference of religion, place of birth, ethnicity, nationality, and other individual 
characteristics variables which are treated as independent variables that influence 
dispositions. Disposition is a concept that includes attitudes, abilities, reflexes, 
habits, values, drives, and personality traits (Rosenberg, 1968). Rosenberg indicates 
that a very prominent type of research analysis consider the relationship between 
dispositions and behavior. Studies on the relationship between preference of religion 
and several types of behaviors have been conducted by many previous researchers 
such as Max Weber (1958), O‟Dea (1970), Geertz, Turner, and Wertheim (in 
Abdullah, 1978) and many others. However, it is little to know to what extent is the 
relationship between preference of religion and the degree of social capital.   
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This research focuses on the relationship between demographic characteristic 
i.e. preference of religion as the independent variable and three dimensions of social 
capital as dependent variables. Thus three hypotheses are formulated. 
 
Research Method. 
 
Sociological research methods have employed the combined methods, in 
which combine quantitative and qualitative research methods (Cole, 1972; Bryman, 
1988; Creswell, 1994; Tashakkari, 1999). Bryman (1988) have suggested that the 
social scientists are likely to exhibit greater confidence in their findings when these 
are derived from more than one method of investigation. According to Cole they 
needs more than one instruments in the measurement of variables they study, a 
strategy was referred to as “triangulations of measurement” (Bryman, 1988). By 
combining the two, the validity of findings is enhanced (Bryman, 1988). The 
researcher often relies on triangulation, or the use of several kinds of methods or 
data (Janesick, 1994). This research, data triangulation was used in the sense that the 
researcher combined two data collecting techniques for deriving data. Survey 
research and depth interviewing, observation, and focus group discussion were used 
together for collecting data.          
Research was undertaken in Jebres and Pasar Kliwon Sub Districts 
(Kecamatan). Both are parts of the five sub districts under the administration of 
Pemerintah Kota Surakarta  (Surakarta Urban Government). Total number of 
families in both sub districts is 13,394. Badan Koordinasi Keluarga Berencana 
Nasional has identified the names and addresses of those who were categorized as 
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poor. The total number of the member of Kelompok Swadaya Masyarakat is 648 
persons. Considering the confidence interval = 95%, standard error of means = 5%, 
p:q = 0.5:0.5, 50% of the population or 324 respondent was sampled. Systematic 
random sampling procedure was used for selecting the respondent under the study.  
 Sampling techniques in non probabilistic sampling in qualitative data 
collecting techniques applied purposeful sampling. Non probability sampling 
techniques of this research focuses on two types of purposeful sampling 
recommended by Patton i.e. extreme or deviant case sampling and maximum 
variation sampling. Respondents from the different preference of religion were 
interviewed concerning with social capital. 
In this study social capital was divided and measured by three dimensions of 
social capital as suggested by Sabatini‟s work on social capital. Data-collection 
techniques employed in this research are as following: questionnaire, observation, 
interview, and Focus Group Discussion. 
Quantitative data includes information gathered from survey questionnaire. One-
way tables were used to describe and to explain respondents‟ religious preference 
and degree of bonding, bridging as well as linking social capital of respondents. Chi 
square test were employed to test the magnitudes of the association between 
independent variable and dependent variable.  
Advocating qualitative methods and analysis as a way to gain better 
understand variables being studies. Qualitative data help explain how people‟s 
reasons to feel, think and act that hard to measure them and that cannot be defined 
quantitatively (Patton, 1987). In this research, qualitative analysis was intended to 
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understand the reasons provided the basis for respondents‟ opinions dealing with 
social capital.       
 
Finding and analysis of finding.           
Respondents by Preference of Religion. 
As Indonesian in general, Moslems are the majority (it is estimated 85%). 
The respondents of this research are likewise. Number of Moslems respondents are 
64.8%, Christians (Protestants and Catholics) are 28.1%, Buda 0.3%, others 0.9%, 
and No Answer category are almost 6%. Those who do not mention a certain 
preference of religion consider their selves as Abangan, people who do not carry out 
religious obligations, ceremonies or rituals, but they adhere strongly to Javanese 
traditional ceremonies. Many of those who state to adhere a certain religion, 
however, in fact they are also Abangan. The Abangan sometimes also called as 
Nominal Muslim, because statistically they are counted as Muslim because in their 
Identity Cards are written that their religion is Muslim. 
In relation to the study of social capital “A short-form question in Social 
Capital Community Benchmark Survey” was constructed to measure social capital 
by the Saguaro Seminar held in the year of 2000. Lists of the question items were 
applied to Americans. In reference to Central Java particularly to poor people living 
in Surakarta urban area the question items are modified by the researcher in order to 
conform to the community condition that is being studied.  
 Three dimensions of social capital i.e. bonding, bridging and linking social 
capitals are examined.  
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Bonding Social Capital. 
Bonding social capital is measured by three item questions: trust their family 
members, trust their close relatives, and trust distant relatives. Research result 
indicates that most of the respondents trust their family members ( 27.2% trust them 
at all, 12.7% trust them a lot, 48.8% trust them ). However, there 10.5% trust them a 
little, and surprisingly there two respondents state do not trust, one respondents trust 
them not at all. 
Based on data mentioned above, question can be raised why some people do 
not trust their family member. Result of interview, researcher uncovers that 
sometimes the one of the spouse is not honest in case of money expenditure, or one 
of the spouse are not able to manage family income. The husband accuses that his 
wife is very wasteful and could not save money. Many families face this kind of 
problem; they quarrel or sometimes break because of this case. Sometimes problem 
of no trust appears because of husband behavior. Some husband was hard on his 
wife; or commit violence in his family by torturing his wife. It is also found that 
sometime the husband misuses money for playing gambling.        
Figures of trust are slightly different when respondents were questioned 
whether they trust close relatives. Trust close relatives are lower than trust their 
family member. Data show that 8.3% trust them at all, 9.9% trust them a lot, 59.3% 
trust them not always, 21.6% trust them a little, three respondents (0.9%) trust them 
not at all. 
 Responding to the question whether they trust distant relatives, data show 
that their trusts are decreasingly comparing to trust close relatives. Only 12.7% trust 
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them a lot, 46.3% trust them not always, 40.4% trust them a little,. Figures of either 
do not trust, do not trust them a lot or trust them not at all are 3.1%. Table 4.1 shows 
variation of bonding social capital measured by three difference levels of trust. 
Table 1: Variation of Trust by Bonding Social Capital. 
Trust Family Member 
(%) 
Close Relatives 
(%) 
Distant  
Relatives 
(%) 
Do not trust  0.80 0.90 3.10 
Trust them not 
surely 
10.50 21.60 40.40 
Trust them 88.70 77.50 66.50 
Total 100% 100% 100% 
 
Source: Field work. 
Data table 1 shows that there is tendency the closer the family ties the more likely 
the more they trust. Concerning the association between bonding social capital and 
preference of religion, chi square test proves that there is no significant different at 
0.05 level between Moslem, Protestant and Catholic (χ2 (df =2; α=0.157) =3.697). Data 
Table 2 however, shows the tendency that Protestants have slightly higher degree of 
bonding social capital than Catholics and Moslems, meanwhile Catholics are slightly 
higher than Moslems. 
Table 2 indicates implicitly that the Protestants tend to have higher norm of 
trust their family member, close and distance relatives comparing to the other two 
religious groups. 
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Table 2: Bonding Social Capital by Preference of Religion. 
Degree of  Bonding      Moslems               Christians              Catholics             Total 
 Social Capital 
High                                 136                         54                           14                    204 
Low                                    74                         16                            7                      97 
Total                                 210                         70                           21                   301 
 
Source: Field work. 
Chi Square (χ2 (df =2; α=0.157) =3.697 
Nominal by nominal coefficient contingency value = 0.110; Approx.Sig.= 0.157. 
 
Bridging Social Capital. 
Dealing with bridging social capital, this variable is measured by 15 question 
items concerning whether they trust other people and some institutions which are 
existed surrounds them. Finding as shown in Table 3 indicating to whom or what 
people respondents trust can be classified as follows. The first and foremost is trust 
religious as well as educational institutions. Contrary to Lewis‟ findings, urban poor 
people in the research site put their expectation religious as well as educational 
institutions.  They believe and expect that both institutions are able to recover from 
social illness. They are convinced that most of educational institutions do their role 
best. According to the result of interview, respondents believe that education can 
serve students better future; educated people will have better luck than uneducated. 
Second rank people trust attorney, judge, and defender. This finding is in 
contradiction of public rumor that in the court happens what is famously called 
“Mafia in the court”. Even though such kind of Mafia is strongly blown up by the 
printed media especially by daily news and magazines as well as by electronics 
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media, especially television station, respondents in the research site still trust those 
three elements of law enforcers.  
Table 3: Bridging Social Capital. 
 Degree of Trust 
Do not trust them Trust them not 
surely 
Trust them 
Neighbors 2.5 55.6 41.9 
Friends 4.6 55.6 39.8 
Neighbors living 
in the same 
RT/RW 
1.9 49.1 49.1 
Community 
member in 
general 
8.6 59.9 31.5 
Police 4.6 43.8 51.6 
Shop waiters 8.0 48.5 43.5 
Chinese 6.2 68.2 25.6 
Arabian 7.5 70.8 21.7 
Attorney 2.8 34.3 63 
Judge 2.5 34.3 63.1 
Defender 3.7 43.8 52.5 
Political Party 30.6 43.2 28.2 
Mass 
Organization 
27.2 46 26.9 
Religious 
Institution 
0.9 22.5 76.6 
Educational 
Institution 
1.5 24.1 74.4 
 
Source: Field work. 
 
 Police is also considered trustable. This finding is also in contradiction of 
public rumor that police can be bribed in tackling a case. Respondents, however, still 
put their trust that police is able to tackle a case impartially. 
 It is surprisingly, this research discovered that trust their friends, neighbors, 
neighbors living in the same RT and RW is declining than ever before. Result of 
interview, it is discovered that there is changing in the social relationship in 
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community life. According to them, social bond either by blood, by friendship, or by 
locality are becoming weaker and weaker. Some respondents also point out that 
friends and neighbors are not honest for several cases. Thus, that their stock of social 
capital in term of norm of trust, relationship and networking among friends and 
neighbors are low. This phenomenon indicates that their degree of intimacy, 
acquaintance, and homogeneity are decreasingly. This due to the fact that urban 
people nowadays are more mobile than ever before; many people come and go 
without saying even though they are neighboring home. 
 This research also found that the degree of trust Mass Organization and 
Political Party is low. The most interesting finding of this research indicates that 
trust Chinese and more over Arabian is the lowest comparing to other social 
categories. This research discovered that there is strong social distance between the 
native on the one hand and the Chinese as well as moreover Arabian on the other 
hand. Social prejudice among existing races is still existed. 
Research finding discovered that there is no significant difference at 0.05 
level in bridging social capital according to preference of religion, means that that 
there is no significant difference between Moslem, Protestant and Catholic (χ2 (df =2; 
α=0.234) = 2.906). Data as presented in Table 4 indicates that the number of 
Protestants who are in the high category are higher than Moslems as well as 
Catholics. Coinciding with the finding dealing with bonding social capital, 
Protestants also tend to have higher degree of norm of trust their family member, 
close as well as distance relatives. 
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Table 4: Bridging Social Capital by Preference of Religion.  
Degree of  Bridging      Moslems               Christians              Catholics           Total 
 Social Capital 
High                                    93                         37                            7                    137 
Low                                   117                         33                          14                    164  
Total                                 210                         70                           21                   301 
 
Source: Field work. 
Chi Square (χ2 (df =2; α=0.234) = 2.906 
Nominal by nominal coefficient contingency value = 0.098; Approx.Sig.= 0.234 
 
Linking Social Capital. 
Linking social capital is measured by eighteen question items. Those 
eighteen question items measure the degree of respondents‟ link to outsider persons 
and to greater institutions. Research result is presented in Table 5 indicates that 
respondents‟ participation in working for community interest is mostly in moderate 
category, but tends to high. Respondents‟ blood donation is in very low category. 
Respondents‟ attendance in local community meeting tends to high; however 
respondents‟ attendance in local community organization is inconsistence, 
nevertheless tends to high category. Respondents‟ attendances in Mass Organization 
or Political Party meeting are in very low category, whereas their attendance in 
religious meeting is in high category. Visiting each other to their friends or 
neighbors tend to high, whereas to leaders tend low. 
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Table 5: Degree of Linking Social Capital 
 Degree of Participation 
Never 
 
(%) 
Rarely 
 
(%) 
Sometimes 
 
(%) 
Often 
 
(%) 
Very 
Often 
(%) 
Work for community 
interest 
21 10.2 37.0 29.6 2.2 
Donated blood 83.6 7.1 4.0 4.6 0.6 
Attended local 
community meeting 
9.0 4.3 19.8 43.2 23.8 
Attended local 
community 
organization meeting 
28.1 5.6 14.5 34.6 17.3 
Attended Mass 
Organization/Political 
Party meeting 
73.1 8.0 6.8 10.5 1.5 
Attended religious 
meeting 
10.2 9.6 27.5 39.5 13.3 
Have had friends 
over their home 
5.2 11.7 38.6 37.0 7.4 
Have been in the 
home of friends 
7.1 20.7 41.4 26.5 4.3 
Have been in the 
home of neighbor 
2.8 14.9 30.2 47.7 6.5 
Have had neighbor 
over their home 
1.5 9.6 36.1 43.2 9.6 
Have been in the 
home of leader 
37.7 27.8 26.5 6.5 1.5 
Have had leader over 
their home 
46.9 23.5 23.1 5.6 0.9 
 
Source: Field work. 
 
Table 5 describes that their degree of organizational involvement in all level 
of organization either locally such as Neighborhood Organization or broader 
Community Organization, are low. Previous research findings also suggested that 
poor people have low degree of participation in Community Organization. Low 
educational level, low economic status, lack of organizational experience, inferiority 
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feeling, narrow minded, lack of time, limited association, are the list of reasons why 
they are marginalized. 
 Table 6: Degree of Respondents’ Organizational Involvement.  
Organization Position in the Board 
Chair-
man 
Vice 
Chair-
man 
Secre-
tary 
Treasu 
rer 
Chair- 
man of 
a  
Section 
Advi- 
Ser 
Not 
mem- 
ber of  
board 
Neighbor-
hood 
organization 
5.2 1.2 3.7 5.6 6.5 0.9 76.9 
Broader 
Neighbor-
hood 
organization 
0.9 0.3 1.2 2.2 3.1 0.3 92.0 
Empowering 
Village 
Community 
Organization 
0 0 0.6 0.3 1.9 0.3 96.9 
Religious 
Organization 
1.5 0.6 0.9 2.2 3.7 0.6 90.4 
Political 
Organization 
1.9 0.6 1.2 0.9 1.2 0.6 93.5 
Clubs 0.6 0 0.3 0.3 0.9 0.6 97.2 
 
Source: Field work. 
 
To what extent is the association between linking social capital and 
preference of religion? Chi square test result indicates that there is no significant 
difference between Moslems, Protestants and Catholics in the linking social capital 
(χ2 (df =2; α=0.145) = 3.859). Even though there is no significant different at α = 0.05, 
but the data as shown in table 7 indicates that there is tendency that Protestants have 
higher linking social capital than Moslems and Catholics; while Moslems are higher 
than Catholics. This finding suggests that Protestants more involve and have more 
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access in broader community organizations comparing to other religious groups in 
the study.  
Table 7: Linking Social Capital by Preference of Religion. 
Degree of  Linking      Moslems               Christians              Catholics             Total 
 Social Capital 
High                                    87                         38                            8                    133 
Low                                   123                         32                          13                    168  
Total                                 210                         70                           21                   301 
 
Source: Field work. 
Chi Square (χ2 (df =2; α=0.145) = 3.859 
Nominal by nominal coefficient contingency value = 0.113; Approx.Sig.= 0.145 
 
Stock of Social Capital. 
Three dimensions of social capital and some correlate variables have been 
discussed above. This part will discuss respondents‟ stock of social capital as a 
whole, not dimension by dimension. Since then stock of social capital is measured 
by the amalgamation of its three dimensions, thus it is measured by all question 
items amounting to 36 as addressed to measure each of its dimensions. The possible 
minimum and maximum score the respondent has is 36 and 228. Statistical 
computation shows, however, that the score of stock of social capital the respondents 
have is ranging from 98 up to 192. Statistical calculation finds that mean = 126.27; 
median = 124; and mode = 120. It is also finds that 59% of respondents‟ score are 
below mean. 
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Stock of Social Capital by Preference of Religion.   
Research result discovered that there is no significant different between 
Moslems, Protestants, and Catholics in term of stock of social capital (χ2 (df =2; α=0.580) 
= 1.089). The finding suggests that the association between religious preference and 
stock of social capital is very low. The data shows however, the Protestants have 
higher degree of stock of social capital comparing to other religious groups. 
Table 8: Stock of  Social Capital by Preference of Religion. 
Degree of  Linking      Moslems         Protestants              Catholics             Total 
 Social Capital 
High                                 89                      34                            8                    131 
Low                                121                     36                          13                    168  
Total                               210                     70                           21                   301 
 
Source: Field work. 
Chi Square (χ2 (df =2; α=0.580) = 1.089 
Nominal by nominal coefficient contingency value = 0.060; Approx.Sig.= 0.580 
 
 
 Conclusion and implication. 
 
 The generic objective of this research was to describe the states of 
respondent related to four variables selected in this study. The first variable selected 
in this study is preference of religion. The other three variables are treated as 
dependent variables are bonding, bridging, and linking social capitals.   
 Dealing with preference of religion, majority of Kelompok Swadaya Member 
participants are the Moslems. This due to Indonesia in general and Surakarta urban 
area in particular, Moslem is the majority. 
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 In terms of bonding social capital, research result shows that people under 
the study has strong bonding with their family, moderate bonding with their close 
relatives, and low bonding with their distance relatives. 
 Research result indicates that hypothesis stating that there is association 
between preferences of religion and bonding social capital is rejected. The data, 
however, shows that the Protestants have slightly higher degree of bonding social 
capital than the Catholics as well as the Moslems; mean while the Catholics are 
slightly higher than the Moslems. Some possible explanations might be made. The 
Protestants and the Catholics are minorities that is why they have stronger bonding 
than the Moslems who are the majority. 
 To what extent does preference of religion affect the degree of bridging 
social capital? Research result shows that hypothesis mentioning “There is 
association between religious preference and the degree of bridging social capital” is 
not supported. However, coinciding with the finding dealing with bonding social 
capital, data also indicates that the Protestants tend to have higher degree of bridging 
social capital than the Moslems as well as the Catholics. This data indicates that the 
Protestants tend to trust neighbors, friends, law enforcers, other races, and religious 
as well as educational institutions. 
 The third dimension of social capital is linking. Research finding suggests 
that, as many others research findings, the poor people‟s degrees of linking social 
are low. Regarding to hypothesis mentioning “There is association between 
preference of religion and the degree of linking social capital”, the data shows that 
the mentioned hypothesis is not supported. Even though there is no significant 
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difference between the three religious groups under the study, the data reveals that 
the Protestants tend to have higher degree of linking social capital than the Moslems 
as well as the Catholics; while the Moslems are higher than the Catholics. This 
finding coincides with findings above discovering that the Protestants have higher 
degree of bonding as well as bridging social capital. There may be several 
explanations for these findings. The Protestants tend to have higher degree of tied 
relationship among their members. Other explanations may be the Protestants more 
have spirit of “salting the world” that makes them more possible to involve in 
community organizational activities.   
 Research result indicates that there is no association between religious 
preference and the stock of social capital. Thus, the hypothesis mentioning “There is 
association between preference of religion and stock of social capital” is rejected. 
These finding prove that there is no difference between the adherents of Moslem, 
Protestant, and of Catholic in stock of social capital. 
  
      Theoretical Implication. 
 This study has attempted to judge how preference of religion associates with 
the degree of bonding, bridging and linking social capital. Result of the study shows 
that findings do not fit to the assumption.  Based on these result of this study, 
therefore, new theoretical frameworks are needed to explain the variances of social 
capital. Results of the study suggest that the role of religious preference toward 
social capital should be elaborated across other individual characteristics such as 
age, income, sexual status, and educational level. 
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  Methodological Implication. 
 Social capital is measured by degree of trust, degree of involvement in 
community life, and degree of organizational involvement. Respondents were asked 
to evaluate their trust as “trust 100%”. “Trust a lot”, “Trust”, “Not always trust”, 
“Do not trust”, “Do not trust a lot”, and “Do not trust 100%”. Dealing with degree of 
involvement in community life the respondents were asked to evaluate their degree 
of involvement in community life as “Very frequent”, “Frequent”, “Sometimes”, 
“Seldom”, and “Never”. Concerning to the degree of organizational involvement the 
respondents were asked to answer their position in organizations as head, vice head, 
secretary, treasure, head of section, adviser, not the member of board. This mode of 
measurement, however, has some weakness. This can only be considered valid and 
reliable whenever there is common agreement among respondents to interpret the 
meaning of every answers which ranging from the “strongly agree” to the “strongly 
disagree” as Likert scale suggests.  
 In order to overcome the problem of mode of measurement, the researcher 
toke some efforts. Firstly, researcher trained some local people for conducting data 
collecting on the basis of questionnaire. Local people were selected as the data 
collectors in order to avoid respondents‟ prejudice and respondents‟ lies, since they 
have known each others. Secondly, the data were collected on a face - to face basis. 
Data collectors interviewed respondents in flexible way; the respondents answered 
every question items freely, then the interviewers fill out the questionnaire by 
checking in proper choices. Thirdly, researcher used qualitative method that could 
strengthen and explain the findings. Qualitative method was employed by the 
 24 
researcher to understand the reasons which provided the basis for their perceptions, 
attitudes, and opinions, to enable to explain the uniqueness of the context in which 
the reality occurs.   
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